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which he discerns no connection, to one and the same subject, he
may doubt, he may even affirm that he is one and the same thing
which thinks and moves in space. But it must be noted that there
are two ways in which things of which we have diverse ideas can be
taken to be one and the same thing; to wit, either in respect of
unity and identity of nature, or merely by unity of composition.
Thus, for example, our ideas of figure and motion are not the same,
neither those of understanding and willing, nor of bones and flesh,
nor of thought and of an extended thing. Nevertheless we clearly
perceive that to the same substance to which the possibility of
having figure belongs, the possibility of moving also belongs, so that
what is figured and mobile is one by unity of nature ; similarly we
see that a thing which is intelligent and wills is one and the same
by unity of nature. But we do not perceive the same in the case
of the thing which we regard under the form of bone, and of that
which we view as flesh ; hence we cannot take these to be one and
the same thing by unity of nature, but only by unity of composition,
viz. in so far as the animal possessing bone and flesh is one and the
same. But now the question is, whether we perceive a thinking
thing and an extended thing to be one and the same by unity of
nature, a unity such that we find that between thought and
extension there is the same affinity and connection as we notice to
prevail between figure and motion, or between understanding and
willing. Or whether shall we rather say that they are one and the
same only by unity of composition, in so far as they are found in
the same man, in the way in which bones and flesh exist in the
same animal. Now this latter alternative is that which I affirm,
because I find a total diversity between the nature of an extended
and that of a thinking thing, a diversity not less than that between
bones and flesh.

But since at this point an appeal to authority enters into the
dispute, I am compelled, lest this should imperil the truth, to reply
to what you add, viz. that no one hitherto has been able mentally to
grasp my demonstration, by saying that though not many people
have as yet examined my argument, quite a number affirm that
they understand it. And just as the witness of one man who,
having made a voyage to America, declares that he has seen the
Antipodes, merits more credence than that of a thousand others
who deny their existence merely because they have no knowledge of
them; so likewise in the case of those who properly examine the
validity of arguments, greater weight attaches to the authority of